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THE METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING COUNCIL IS A REGIONAL PLANNING 
AGENCY SERVING MORE THAN THREE MILLION CITIZENS LIVING IN ITS 
] - MEMBER COMMUNITIES. SINCE ITS CREATION IN 1963, THE 
COUNCIL HAS SERVED TO REINFORCE THE LOCAL GOVERNMENTS OF THE 
METROPOLITAN AREA BY ASSISTING THEM TO SERVE MORE EFFECTIVELY 
AND EFFICIENTLY, THROUGH THE PREPARATION OF AREAWIDE PLANS 
AND PROGRAMS, THE MAPC WORKS TOWARD SOLUTIONS TO REGIONAL 
PROBLEMS IN THE AREAS OF WATER QUALITY MANAGEMENT, SOLID WASTE 
DISPOSAL, TRANSPORTATION, HOUSING, LAND USE AND OPEN SPACE 
RECREATION. THE COUNCIL WORKS IN THE ADDITIONAL CAPACITY OF 
AREAWIDE CLEARINGHOLISE FOR APPLICATIONS FOR FEDERAL ASSISTANCE 
PROJECTS PROPOSED FOR THE REGION. THIS REPORT SUMMARIZES 
REVIEW ACTIVITIES CONDUCTED BY THE COUNCIL IN FISCAL 375 AND 
DETAILS ANTICIPATED SOURCES OF FEDERAL FUNDS IN FISCAL 1975, 
ADDITIONAL COPIES ARE AVAILABLE FROM THE MAPC OFFICES, . i SCH 
STREET, BOSTON, MASSACHUSETTS 92193. TELEPHONE: 617-523-245 
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This is the fifth year the Metropolitan Area Planning Council has prepared a summary 
of Federally - assisted programs and Federal and State environmental reports which were 
reviewed and coordinated by the MAPC staff in conjunction with our member communities. 

In this past year, fiscal 1975, we witnessed a significant increase in our responsibility 
as metropolitan clearinghouse for the MAPC District. Not only did the extent of our 
reviews increase - as evidenced by the number of evaluations conducted, the amount of 
assistance requested, and the monies funded - but the scope of our reviews changed. Review 
coverage was extended to a wider array of human resource programs as well as physical 
development programs. 


The Council continued to refer applications and environiental reports to municipal 
officials, community action agencies, civil rights groups, and local public agencies for 
their assistance in determining local impact. As a result of encouraging regional and 
Tocal cooperation, many grant proposals were improved, thereby avoiding duplication of 
effort and expenditures. This year, for instance, MAPC member communities contributed 
$398,000 to the operating expenses of the Council but received nearly $204 million as a 
result of Council action on Federal aid programs. 


: Through the continued cooperation of local MAPC representatives and both public and 
private agencies, the Council will meet its growing clearinghouse responsibility and the 
Feevor will benefit from an improved balance of environmental, economic and social 
objectives. 
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REVIEWING FEDERALLY - FUNDED ACTIVITIES 


Federal monies are beginning to flow into the metropolitan Boston region again if 
Council review of aid programs can be considered any indication. In the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1975, the MAPC reviewed 364 applications seeking more than $427 million 
from Federal agencies which administer some 150 aid programs. To date, 229 of these 
requests have been funded bringing nearly $204 million into eastern Massachusetts. 
Another 79 grant requests were submitted late in the fiscal year and are awaiting final 
action in Washington. If these projects are funded, an additional $204.9 million 
in Federal assistance will stimulate the region's development activities. 


The Council has served as the areawide review agency for metropolitan Boston since 
July 1, 1967, when the U.S. Office of Management and Budget (OMB) certified our 
designation. Then, as now, the MAPC was instructed that clearinghouse comments on aid 
requests were advisory only and were intended to benefit funding agencies in evaluating 
the consistency of the proposals with comprehensive plans as well as with other projects 
being developed in the area. The original designation was authorized by Section 204 
of the Demonstration Cities and Metropolitan Development Act of 1966. Further 
clarification of the clearinghouse function came in 1968 with the enactment of the 
Intergovernmental Cooperation Act and in 1969 with the issuance of Circular A-95. 


In that first year as the regional clearinghouse, the MAPC reviewed 61 Federal aid 
applications needing $81.5 million to be implemented. Only 39 funding programs were 
selected for inclusion in the review process. Today, A-95 coverage extends to 150 
programs with the possibility of OMB including 30 more programs within the next three 
months. Table 1 in the Appendix demonstrates the changes occurring in Federal aid 
action since the inception of the review process. Changes in Federal administrations 
and resulting governmental policies account for variations in aid requested and allocated 
during the eight year span. Although monies awarded have fluctuated dependent upon 
Congressional action, Council review activities have continued to increase steadily since 
fiscal 1968. In the year just ending, our region received twice as much financial aid 
from the Federal government as in the previous fiscal year with an additional $205 
million still pending. 
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A summary of individual projects submitted for Council consideration between July 1, 
1974 and June 30, 1975, is contained in Tables 2 and 3. The first table lists each of 
the 364 project reviews by program and applicant. The total project costs, Federal 
assistance requests and tentative awards figures are tabulated as well. The current 
status of those still pending Federal action is also noted. Table 3 is generally the 
same information, but project reviews are tallied according to geographic location of a 
proposal. if a proposal involves more than one community, the project is listed according 
to applicant agency. In addition to reviewing these 364 formal aid requests this year, 
the MAPC was asked to respond to 142 preliminary applications. As the chart indicates, 
our activity at this early review stage doubled since fiscal 1974 when we conferred on 
only 68 notifications of intent. This year's pre-applications are listed by program in 
Table 4 of the Appendix. 


The significant increase in Council review responsibility during the last few years 
has resulted in our establishing standard operating procedures for the receipt, 
dissemination and evaluation of applications and preliminary notifications. Upon receipt 
of a submission for Federal aid, the clearinghouse staff notifies the local MAPC 
representatives within the affected area. The Council requests that the representatives 
review the proposal focusing on its compatibility with community development plans and 
objectives. In the course of their review, we expect the Council representatives to 
contact other local officials for comments and recommendations where appropriate. In 
addition, we have expanded our referral list to include all community action agencies 
and local civil rights groups that wish to participate in the review process. 


Any written responses from the MAPC representatives and interested local officials 
are forwarded to the staff member responsible for the in-house review. These comments 
are considered within the context of our own evaluation and any recommendations are 
attached as a supplement to our formal review letter. 


The Council clearinghouse attempts to allow sufficient time for the local officials 
to adequately review and respond to a proposal. However, our comments must be filed 
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within 30 days of receipt of a Federally - assisted application or notification. Local 
officials, therefore, must operate within that time frame. This system allows the Council 
and member - communities the opportunity to influence projects impacting on areawide and 
local plans before the Federal government allocates the requested funds. 


The Council has the added responsibility of acting as liaison in the resolution of 
issues prior to actual project implementation. In many instances, we find it necessary 
to convene meetings of conflicting parties to ascertain the relationship of individual 
development proposals to areawide development strategies and to the plans and programs of 
neighboring jurisdictions. If the Council is able to provide its technical expertise in 
resolving areas of conflict, thereby improving the grant proposal, the region as a whole 
benefits through more expeditious and profitable development and utilization of our 
physical, economic and human resources. 


ENCOURAGING REGIONAL COORDINATION AND COOPERATION 


The following examples of Council coordination are some of the more significant 
contributions made by the MAPC during fiscal 1975. 


MIBTA/ARBoRWAY Bus GARAGE 


In February of this year, the Massachusetts Bay Transportation Authority notified 
the Council of its intent to apply for a $12.7 million grant from the Urban Mass 
Transportation Administration to completely reconstruct the Arborway Yard complex in 
Jamaica Plain. As part of the Authority's modernization program, the reconstruction of 
the Arborway Garage complex would include: indoor storage for 250 buses, light 
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maintenance and repair facilities, bus pooling and circulation areas, parking facilities, 
and other ancillary improvements. 


In the course of our review, we referred the Authority's application to Mayor White's 
Office and to the Boston Redevelopment Authority (BRA). Correspondence from both parties 
indicated opposition to the application. The City felt that the MBTA was totally ignoring 
the concern of Boston residents and those of neighboring cities and towns. The City 
strongly supported retention of streetcar service until all interested parties were able 
to reach decisions on long - range expansion plans for the Green Line. 


In view of the nature of the comments received from the City and the BRA, the Council 
invited representatives of the MBTA, the City of Boston, the Redevelopment Authority and 
appropriate State agencies to a conference to debate the issue. As a result of extensive 
discussion at the conference, potential conflicts were reasonably resolved to the 
satisfaction of the participants. The MBTA advised all those concerned that the 
construction of the new bus garage facility would not in itself cause discontinuance of 
revenue service on the Arborway Line. The Line's trackage would be retained and provisions 
made for looping and storage of trains necessary to provide service at required levels. 
Provisions would also be made at the Arborway end of the line for the interchange of bus 
and trolley passengers. 


In addition, in recognition of concern shown for future development in the area, the 
Authority agreed to work with the Southwest Corridor Coordinator, the BRA, and the Mayor's 


Office in formulating plans for the bus garage project and coordinating these with other 
development activities within the same locale. 


AREAWIDE ELDERLY AND HANDICAPPED TRANSPORTATION SERVICE 


Section 16(b)(2) of the Urban Mass Transportation Act of 1964, as amended, provides 
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capital assistance to private non-profit agencies concerned with transporting the elderly 
and the handicapped. Massachusetts was allotted $465,000 to implement this program. 


The Council was asked by the Executive Office of Transportation and Construction 
(EOTC) to evaluate 20 preliminary applications for 16(b)(2) funds. UMTA monies were to 
be utilized by participants in the program to purchase vans and buses to transport 
elderly and handicapped to and from work, medical centers, recreation areas and workshops 
not served by the public transportation systemse Our regional review assured that 
proposed private services not duplicate those offered by public transit authorities. In 
addition, we encouraged the cooperative use of vehicles among agencies having similar 
client groups and transportation needs. 


According to officials at EOTC, our input was an important part of the process for 
determining the applications actually recommended for funding. Further, Council review 
comments were helpful in alerting the Interagency Advisory Committee, responsible for 
grading and recommending applicants, to areas where more cooperation between private 
non-private agencies was possible. Our input allowed increased coordination, thereby 
considerably improving the State's final application to UMTA. Sixteen of the 20 non- 
profit agencies within our planning district received UMTA monies. Final figures for 
fiscal 1975 show that $443,548 was awarded Statewide. EOTC is now awaiting word from 
UMTA concerning fiscal 1976 allotments. 


ENTITLEMENT Funps/Community DEVELOPMENT PROGRAM 


In August of last year, Congress passed a major piece of legislation consolidating 
a number of overlapping Federal aid programs into a single program which would provide 
assistance for community development activities on an annual basis. Communities eligible 
for funding under Title I of the Housing and Community Development Act were assured with 
maximum certainty and minimum delay of a fixed funding source for undertaking housing and 
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community development plans. Cities and towns with populations of 50,000 or more would be 
considered for the program as well as those having previously approved and funded 
neighborhood development programs, urban renewal projects, code enforcement plans, or model 
cities programs. Municipalities seeking entitlement funds were asked to submit an annual 
application containing the following: 1) a summary of a three year plan identifying 
community development needs and objectives; 2) formulation of a program which would meet 
those needs; 3) a description of a program aimed at the elimination of slums, blight and 
deterioration and the improvement of community facilities; and, 4) a housing assistance plan. 


During this first year of the program, OMB allowed an exception to the length of review 
time for entitlement applications permitting clearinghouses a single 45-day review period. 
Clearinghouses were instructed to ascertain if the application contained all the required 
certifications and significant information. Recommendations for improvement of the 
application were welcomed during the 45-day period. 


Twenty-one Council communities qualified for HUD entitlement funds amounting to 
$49,441,000. In an effort to perfect applications from our member communities, the Council 
assigned a staff person to serve as prime contact for each city and town eligible to 
participate. In several instances we noted discrepencies in housing data and requested 
clarification from local officials. We determined if established priorities reflected the 
needs of the community and if a process of citizen participation was utilized in the 
development of the applications. We questioned the eligibility of certain activities and 
suggested adjustments be made in order for communities to benefit from the full allocation 
of funds. In every instance, the MAPC staff was concerned with providing our technical 
expertise to assure that member communities met the necessary requirements for HUD funding. 


According to the HUD Area Office, each of the 21 eligible communities received first- 
year entitlement awards. 


— wv on 


: 
oo" 
- 


» 00,02 to ennt daft smog: hth 2imay bet 2ot2t)  .enslq Inéegetevsb ys Hua 

+ bas bovirods yfanoty mq pitved azo? 26 fisw 26 MS TWIG ang ACF heraht anes 
insHONC tS Shor et: shoo fswensy asdw , emetpog. Ineugelsyed boohondaten 
ot bates drew 2b ssn tT? Fone Gitisse als t naka y mult -unergeig tertt> ~~ aL 
neat nsfq-ipey eoidd e- [ syrfwol(o? off palwhatnes aotisattaqe. 7 
ire mavroorg 8 to ncigaiueiet {S$ zeevtdoveteés bas“2besq Totend{aveh Utne > 
site havpow 6 to molighrogeb « (8 sebesa deme 

Stmsmos Yo Inemavorqnt ef2 HAS nolamoteash 

- 

t eF nottqoaxe ns bewni ls 260 smerparg On? Io tase 32 tt atay. care " 
i sfoate 6 eezuoconiasefs ontiiterss enalssot fans tnemotdttoas tot sett 
> beat: > nelisotfqes sat Yt aletesoes oF tas Squndzat’ sree eseuorgatical) — — 
ravarynt yor anotiebnammonst .nobtertiial snsatrenpte bas mnetzeol ities 
. halted ¥ab-ds eff Ga biyh bean Foe atow hofiaar lage 


wife: eh ges Bend 0 - @ 
12' 70 AGIIONIMT IS Si ob 


i 
itevot 6 {4 pbag sesitifrsal ¥ 


haut Jnwcofttins CUM yo? Natt hevn este tau onset ana 


5 7adesn ty mrt? 2nof 1691 fGts titiog Of Inghta nao! 
3 it bers vii> dose Wt Jostnon oahtg 26 Syine OF noeteG stag 
nee b Sie zo \ neqetasth Hagen su zeanesent fevaver ot gectal 


vols) bocdetidatis %} beatoneded oY .2fatarrie! fejol mei?’ yes 
: pw noftagtariuaa masfheTta to 22032079 o TE tas v? Feuoenos o43 6 
2 Fo ystitctetle sf3 Sanoitepup ay -20ot Hat Fags ons Vo ‘Sesale 
y -3f ¥en } att? comeoy 70) waite A) phon sd © Sreedeut be ba! 
ss bw Jet bey > sew FERS At said codstent prove ab etd 
107 eraseetivpey yiserspen say Jom 2h OD yodkaere deny wees of ei 


fs227 2uldinueteo ofamtia TS afd Yo Woes 90890 ait Gin! ts 02 nits 
abinws snare tating 9 


Quincy/SHore Drive APARTMENTS 


In an effort to provide quality rental housing within the price range of moderate 
income families, the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development offers mortgage 
insurance at market - rate interest to sponsors constructing moderate income housing. 
HUD insures lenders against loss on mortgages through this program, known as the 
Section 221 (d)(4) housing program. Insured mortgages may be used to finance 
construction or rehabilitation of detached, semi-detached, row, walkup or elevator-type 
rental housing containing five or more units. Rental rates must permit occupancy by 
moderate income families. 


The Associated Mortgace Companies, Inc. submitted a preliminary site report to 
HUD to determine the feasibility of obtaining an insured loan in the amount of 
$11,811,200 for the construction of a 360-unit apartment complex along Shore Drive in 
Quincy. The project would consist of three brick elevated buildings of eight stories 
each, Plus a pool and clubhouse. 


Upon receipt of the preliminary application, the Council solicited the comments of 
City officials in Quincy. The Director of Quincy's Department of Planning and Community 
Development responded to our request and voiced several reservations. First, he felt 
that the density was too high for the site. As a result the site plan, including the 
buildings, parking layout, and apartment facilities, was forced and restricted. The 
City recommended that the actual density be adjusted to strike a reasonable balance and 
comfortably accommodate the necessary parking and open space as well as proposed floor 
area in an attractive and appropriate site desian. In addition, the Planning Department 
would not approve the site plan until it had the opportunity to review the plans for all 
three buildings. The City also expressed concern with the traffic congestion that this 
development would generate along Quincy Shore Drive, a major feeder to the Southeast 
Expressway. Finally, Quincy officials asked that their environmental concerns be 
addressed in a comprehensive study, since the housing development would fall within a 
newly-designated floodplain zone and therefore must conform to stringent grade elevation. 
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Potential drainage and flooding problems were not resolved to the City's satisfaction. 
The preparation of a detailed environmental impact statement was requested. 


Since the Council shared the City of Quincy’s concerns with this proposal, we 
asked HUD to meet with the City and the MAPC prior to making a final decision. The 
meeting was held in March. The City officials and the Council staff expressed the 
same reservations as stated in earlier correspondence with HUD. HUD representatives 
felt that judgements on site design could not be made at this preliminary stage. 

HUD contended that this stage of review was primarily to analyze the marketability of 
the proposed rents. Site design problems could be addressed during the architectural 
review period. 


In response to this meeting, the City of Quincy and the MAPC again wrote to HUD 
to reaffirm their reservations with the multi-family housing project. The Council 
reiterated our strong concerns with the density of the project, the traffic problems 
it would generate, and the potential environmental hazards. For these reasons, we 
concluded that a detailed environmental impact report was needed if the project were 
pursued. The filing of this report would provide the City and the MAPC with the 
opportunity to review, at appropriate stages of processing, the methods the developer 
intended to use to meet our concerns. 


HUD has since informed us that the City of Quincy has been invited to review 
schematic drawings and brief specifications as the developer submits them. HUD did 
not see the need, however, for requiring a full environmental impact report at this 
time. HUD felt that the project could be so designed and engineered that it would 
not have any significantly adverse effect upon the environment when completed. 
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Hup FLoop INSURANCE PROGRAM 


The Council has made an intensive effort to enlighten our member communities 
concerning several misconceptions with the HUD Flood Insurance Program. The basic 
purpose of the program is to provide Federally - subsidized insurance for those 
residents living within a HUD - defined 100 year flood hazard area. 


The Council divided its planning area into three sub-groups and presented the 
program in June to local officials and interested citizens at centrally - located 
meetings in Wakefield, Framingham, and Quincy. Participating with the Council staff 
in these forums were representatives from HUD, the State's Department of Environmental 
Management, the Army Corps of Engineers and the Massachusetts Audubon Society. In 
this manner, we were able to reach 41 of our communities with another 16 handled 
through written correspondence and telephone conversations. The Council emphasized that 
if a municipality failed to participate, certain sanctions would be imposed by HUD. 
Mortgages would no longer be insured through FDIC; Small Business Loans would be 
rejected; low priority would be given to all other Federal aid project requests. 


In order to join the program, the City Council, Selectmen or Town Meeting members 
must adopt a resolution to the effect that they have accepted HUD's emergency flood 
hazard maps which designated flood hazard areas within a community. The cities and 
towns must also agree to ccoperate with HUD in the final production of a detailed 
100-year flood hazard map. HUD would then ascertain which communities should be mapped 
first. The Council has been asked to play an advisory role in this and has determined 
to recommend top priority to those communities considering the adoption of floodplain 
zoning. The Council intends to maintain an extensive technical assistance program 
relative to flood insurance and floodplain zoning. 
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WATERTOWN ARSENAL/CAmMP PEQUOSSETTE 


An issue of both local and regicnal importance involved the Watertown Board of 
Selectmen's combined submittal of a notification of intent and application to the 
Bureau of Outdoor Recreation for $1,402,174 to redevelop a portion of the former 
Watertown Arsenal Site, designated as Camp Pequossette. 


After careful study of the proposed project, the Council refused to endorse the 
Town's application to develop the 11.8 acre recreational area on the former arsenal 
site. The Council's disapproval derived from the fact that an acceptable development 
plan for the entire 55-acre arsenal site had not been completed and endorsed by the 
various governmental and citizen organizations in Watertown. The Council felt it was 
a serious error to plan for open space and recreation without prior knowledge of what 
the shape, form and density of surrounding land uses would be. Without a comprehensive 
development plan for the entire redevelopment project, there was no way of determining 
the adequacy of the proposed project or its impact on the open space and recreation 
needs of Watertown. The Council advocated that an open space project of this magnitude 
should be related to the entire redevelopment program for the arsenal site. 


Further, as a matter of review policy, the Council considered the notification of 
intent as a separate document and not combined with the final application. We felt 
that this established process allowed time for study and input by interested agencies 
and citizens. The Council recommended that future requests from Watertown for Federal 
funding follow the established review procedures. 


As several conflicts also existed within the Town, the Council deemed it necessary 
to convene a review conference to address issues raised by community agencies. The 
meeting was held at MAPC offices on September 13, 1974. Representatives of the State's 
Clearinghouse within the Office of State Planning, the Massachusetts Historical Commission, 
the Metropolitan District Commission, the Department of Community Affairs and the 
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Charles River Watershed Association attended the session along with Watertown officials. 
Three major concerns were expressed by the Watertown Arsenal Alternative Use Committee, 
the Planning Board and the Conservation Commission: 1) The failure of the Board of 
Selectmen and the Redevelopment Authority to involve other Town agencies in the planning 
of this application; 2) The need to relate this individual proposal to the overall 
comprehensive plan for the entire arsenal site; 3) The inclusion of the Town - 
contracted Department of Community Affairs’ recreational plan as an integral part of the 
Watertown Arsenal overall plan. 


Although the participants in the meeting were unable to reach any agreement regarding 
the proposal, they gave nearly unanimous approval to the Council offer to hold future 
meetings on neutral ground at the MAPC offices. In later action, however, the Watertown 
Board of Selectmen refused to alter their submission and filed the application in its 
original form to BOR. The Massachusetts Department of Natural Resources reported 
adversely on the application which was subsequently denied by the Federal funding agency. 


Although no further submissions have been forthcoming, it is our understanding that 
the Redevelopment Authority and the Selectmen have developed a new plan which would 
equally divide the 55-acre site into a commercial/industrial area to be controlled by the 
Redevelopment Authority and a public purpose park and recreation area to be designed by 
the Watertown Arsenal Alternative Use Committee. 


AREAWIDE HEALTH PLANNING 


During fiscal 1975, the Council attempted to develop formalized avenues of 
communication between the MAPC and the health planning councils within our regional 
boundaries. We recognized the need for coordination between the Councils as a result of 
our initial preparation of a comprehensive regional plan and our clearinghouse review of 
a number of health-related Federal aid applications. 
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Representatives from the health planning councils met on two occasions with Council 
staff to discuss areas of mutual concern. The health planning councils function as a 
reviewing agency for health development proposals which are located within their 
geographic boundaries. The MAPC is charged with reviewing health-related applications 
for financial assistance through the U.S. Department of Health, Education and Welfare 
(HEW). However, as we have not yet established priorities for a regional health system 
and lack the necessary expertise to adequately assess health proposals within a regional 
context, the Council is aware of the benefits derived from conducting cooperative reviews. 
We will continue to involve local governments in the decision-making process while 
simultaneously opening lines of communication with the health planning councils. Thus, 
the impact of Federally-assisted projects on the health delivery system in the Greater 
Boston area will be discussed and determined on a cooperative basis. 


EVALUATING THE EFFECT OF DEVELOPMENT UPON THE ENVIRONMENT 


In addition to our review of Federally-funded applications, the MAPC is requested 
to comment on the environmental impact of proposed activities within our planning area. 
Our responsibilities as a reviewing agency are defined by the National Environmental 
Policy Act of 1970 and by Chapter 30, Section 62 of the Massachusetts General Laws. 


On July 1, 1973, the Commonwealth of Massachusetts instituted a review system to 
determine the impact of proposed development activities upon the State's environment. 
The Executive Office of Environmental Affairs (EQEA) was charged with the responsibility 
of serving as the State's watchman on environmental matters. As such, EOEA requires 
public agencies to submit a brief assessment of the type of activities to be undertaken 
and the potential damages that might occur as a result of these activities. The 
appropriate regional planning commissions have the opportunity to review these assessment 
forms as do State and local boards with special expertise in the environmental field. 
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Limited environmental assessment forms are utilized by private organizations seeking the 
issuance of a permit to undertake development activities not needing State financing. 

In this instance, reviewing agencies may request the Secretary of EQEA to reconsider the 
negative findings and determine if a further environmental impact report should be 
prepared. Reviewing agencies have only 15 calendar days to evaluate the assessment forms 
and to submit written comments to EQEA on the impacts of proposed activities. 


A total of 237 State environmental assessment forms were processed last year by the 
MAPC. The map in the Appendix graphically illustrates the extensive environmental review 
work undertaken during fiscal 1975. These proposed activities were evaluated in conjuction 
with local officials residing in communities affected by the planned development. 


A number of these proposals were of such magnitude as to warrant further detailed 
study. In these instances, the Secretary of EOEA, acting upon the recommendations of State, 
regional and local reviewing agencies, required the applicant agency to prepare a draft 
environmental impact statement (EIS) which would describe the probable impact of the 
proposed project upon the environment, alternatives to the proposed action and measures 
utilized to minimize environmental damage. The reviewing agencies have 30 days to coordinate 
their analyses and submit comments. 


In order to avoid unnecessary duplication of effort, Federal impact statements are able 
to be submitted in lieu of State reports. Federal law, specifically the National 
Environmental Policy Act of 1970, requires each Federal agency to prepare a report in 
advance of major action that may significantly affect the quality of the human environment. 
Appropriate Federal, State, regional and local environmental agencies as well as the public 
are included in the decision-making process. After interested parties provide critical input, 
the EIS is prepared in final form, incorporating all comments and objections received on the 
draft and indicating resolutions to significant issues raised during the preliminary review 
process. Both draft and final statements are filed with the Council on Environmental Quality, 
established by NEPA to assure that all Federal activities take environmental considerations 
into account and to assist in assessing environmental problems and determining ways to solve 
them. 
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During Fiscal Year 1975, the Council took under advisement 33 environmental impact 
statements which are briefly described in Table 6 of the Appendix. 


LOOKING INTO FISCAL 1976 


CommuniTY DEVELOPMENT 


Congress passed several significant pieces of legislation during this last year 
which will directly affect MAPC review of Federal aid programs in fiscal 1976. The 
Council anticipates that its monitoring of the Community Development programs filed by 
the 21 entitlement recipients will require an enormous amount of staff time. It is 
the regional planning agencies’ responsibility to determine if HUD allocations were 
utilized for designated priorities and if communities carried out programs described in 
their applications. We expect to work with individual communities on improving their 
housing assistance plans and recommending areas that need strengthening. 


We remain uncertain as to the number of our member - communities which will be 
eligible for discretionary funding. Recently, we received word from HUD that an 
estimated $1,023,000 would soon be available and that potential recipients should work 
with the regional planning agency in the preparation of their applications and the 
collection of necessary data. In view of the large number of eligible applicants and 
0 limited amount of money available, HUD has established a maximum grant amount of 

100,000. 
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TRANSPORTATION 


The National Mass Transportation Assistance Act of 1974, a six year $11.8 billion 
program, became law in late November. The program provides substantial additional 
funding for mass transit systems and relates planning and coordination to metropolitan 
planning agencies. Emphasis is in consistency of individual mass transit plans with 
areawide policies and needs. In addition to this mass transit bill, the President 
Signed a measure permitting States to obtain full Federal funding for eligible highway 
projects on a temporary basis. Projects approved between February 12 and June 30, 1975, 
can be 100 percent Federally-funded provided that by January 1, 1977, States repay the 
matching share required by law. Federal aid highway programs require a ten percent 
match for interstate systems and 30 percent for all other projects. 


PoLLuTion ConTROL 


The Safe Drinking Water Act of 1974 gave the Federal government the power to set 
national standards for drinking water and required the U.S. Environmental Protection 
Agency to promulgate interim primary water standards by June of this year. Under the 
Act, EPA must study and report to Congress within two years on appropriate maximum 
contaminent levels allowable in drinking water supplies. Based on this study, EPA will 
develop new primary standards and specific treatment techniques for dealing with each 
contaminent. Permanent national standards take effect in March of 1979 but owners and 
operators of supply systems may receive extensions for compliance through March 1986. 
In addition, secondary standards governing taste, appearance, and odor of drinking 
water supplies will be established by EPA in December, 1976. 


These new water quality standards will be an element to incorporate into Federally- 
funded 208 planning as new national standards supersede previous local standards and 
require planning activities to achieve the national goal. The Council's 208 water 
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quality planning staff, therefore, will be reviewing proposed regulations and working 
closely with the Commonwealth and EPA to assure feasible standards and appropriate 
planning programs. In a supplemental role, the 208 staff will be asked to review and 
coment on individual community proposals for the construction and improvement of 
sewer and water facilities as these relate to areawide plans. 


HEALTH 


Just before adjourning, Congress passed the National Health Planning and Resources 
Development Act of 1974. The bill revised the comprehensive health planning program, 
formerly known as the 314 program. Existing 314(b) agencies have been funded by HEW 
through December 31, 1975. By that time, health system agencies (HSA) should be 
established within designated health service areas. These health system agencies, which 
can be either a private non-profit corporation or a public regional planning body, are 
charged with the responsibility of working to improve the health of area residents, 
increasing the accessibility, acceptability, continuity, and quality of health services, 
restraining increases in the cost of care, and preventing unnecessary duplication of 
health resources. As the HSA's will have broader review authority than the present 
314(b) health planning agencies, the Council intends to coordinate health-related reviews 
with the HSA's. Health service area designations become final October 1 and agencies will 
be designated shortly thereafter. 


LAW ENFORCEMENT 


The prime piece of legislation passed concerning law enforcement activities was the 
Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention Act of 1974, a new three-year $380 million 
program to divert juveniles from the criminal justice system. As one requirement of the 
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Act, plans to reduce delinquency and promote juvenile justice must be prepared by 
existing State criminal justice agencies. Each State would receive at least $200,000 
to fund community-based corrections facilities. Authorizations for fiscal 1976 are 
estimated at $125 million. 


Economic DEVELOPMENT 


The two-year extension of Economic Development Administration programs was signed 
into law in late September. An estimated $250 million will be appropriated nationwide 
in fiscal 1976 for Public Works and Facility Grants. A new Section 302 of Title III 
provides 80 percent economic planning grants to States, cities, political subdivisions, 
economic development districts, and redevelopment areas. These planning funds may 
cover the cost of A-95 review and of technical assistance to local governments. A new 
Title IX Economic Development and Adjustment Assistance Program provides special 
assistance to areas impacted by Federal government actions or other drastic changes in 
economic conditions. All of these programs require MAPC clearinghouse review. 


In a related area, Congress appropriated $125 million for the Title X Job 
Opportunities Program administered by EDA. The early allocations were to fund labor- 
intensive public works projects in areas of high unemployment. Projects are considered 
labor-intensive if at least 50 percent of the project's funds are spent on direct labor 
costs. Recently, President Ford released an additional $375 million earmarked for 
Title X spending between now and December 31. EDA anticipates funding approximately 
1,200 pending applications which previously qualified but were not funded in the first 
round. New applications will also be encouraged. 
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TETROPOLITAN CLEARINGHOUSE ACTIVITIES 


In February of this year, the General Accounting Office (GAO) released to Congress 
their findings and recommendations concerning the implementation of Circular A-95. The 
basic premise of the GAO report was that A-95 is a valuable and productive instrument for 
improving the management of Federal domestic assistance programs, but that achievement of 
its real potential depends on a broader coverage of programs and a much more rigorous 
prosecution of its implementation by the Federal government. 


GAO advised OMB to extend the coverage of Circular A-95 to all Federal assistance 
programs in order to enable clearinghouses to assess the potential impact of all projects, 
rather than a limited number, and to determine which projects should be reviewed and 
circulated for comment. In its proposed revisions to the Circular, OMB has selected 30 
programs to be included citing the lack of additional monetary resources as the reason 
for not expanding coverage further. 


The GAO concluded that pervasive violations of basic requirements, widespread 
confusion and misunderstanding among all parties, and a general lack of clarification and 
guidance by OMB have contributed to problems in the review process. To improve 
intergovernmental cooperation, the GAO recommended that OMB encourage early contact 
between applicants and clearinghouses, require clearinghouse clearance letters to list the 
parties involved in the review, direct Federal agencies to insure that clearinghouses have 
had the opportunity to comment, instruct the funding agencies to notify clearinghouses of 
the disposition of applications, and consider establishing uniform application procedures. 
The latest revisions of A-95 reflect an attempt by OMB to clarify these procedural problems. 
In addition to this, OMB has decentralized the day-to-day implementation responsibility for 
A-95, charging the Federal Regional Councils (FRC) with the coordination of that effort. 
Specifically, the FRCs will coordinate the dissemination of information on A-95 requirements 
and develop arrangements for investigating and correcting complaints of noncompliance. OMB 
continues to maintain the responsibility for formal changes to the Circular, policy 
interpretation, waivers of requirements, and new or changed designations of clearinghouses. 
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In the latest revisions, OMB is requesting each of the funding agencies to prepare 
and publish proposed regulations for implementing the review and comment requirements of 
the Circular. As a part of these proposed regulations, which will be published in the 
Federal Register, agencies are to identify specific types of projects they believe should 
be exempt from coverage. 


As evidenced by the increased interest in A-95 activities, the Federal government is 
making a major effort to streamline procedures and force compliance at each level of 
review. The obvious factor inhibiting their attempts is the lack of additional resources 
to carry out improvements. This limitation is of concern not only to Federal agencies but 
also to State and areawide clearinghouses. 


The Council, for instance, is not directly funded to function as the areawide 
clearinghouse for metropolitan Boston. Resources are diverted instead from other activities, 
primarily from planning and management funds. A full-scale expansion of programs is a drain 
on available staff resources and capacities. Several new programs in which we have little or 
no expertise are being added to an ever-growing list of esoteric projects. OMB recognizes 
that few clearinghouses possess the resources to employ all of the expertise necessary for 
the myriad of programs covered by Circular A-95 regulations and maintains that instead, a 
clearinghouse should, first, identify the relationships between proposed action and other 
functional areas and, secondly, identify the agencies able to provide critical and expert 
input into the review. This has been the Council's clearinghouse policy to date. 


The MAPC currently is considering implementing a computerized system to handle the 
increasing number of Federal and State project reviews conducted each month. We will screen 
each application or environmental review to determine its impact on regional and local plans 
and to decide if a substantive evaluation will be necessary. In areas where the MAPC has 
no adopted policy, the Council staff will not prepare comments. The clearinghouse, however, 
will continue to monitor all proposals for local referral. In this manner, we will endeavor 
to give priority to those plans of major implication to areawide objectives, while continuing 
to provide local officials the opportunity to respond to each Federally - assisted program 
affecting their communities. 
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MAPC REVIEW ACTIVITIES 
FISCAL YEARS 
1968 TO 1975 


‘NUMBER OF APPLICATIONS TOTAL FEDERAL AID REQUEST FEDERAL FUNDS AWARDED 
REVIEWED BY MAPC (IN MILLIONS OF DOLLARS) (IN MILLIONS OF DOLLARS) 


1974 & 
1975 
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# Applic. 
Filed by Total Project Cost Federal Aid Requested 
Program/Applicant Prog./Appl. _ Program/Applicant Program/Applicant Federal Action 
HUD 
Housing-Turnkey 4 Undetermined Undetermined Funded 
Boston Housing Auth. 4 Undetermined Undetermined Funded 
tHousing-Section 203(b) ie Undetermined Undetermined Undetermined 
Vazza Properties 2 Undetermined Undetermined Undetermined 
Housing-Section 221(d)(4) Aj $13,123,568 $11,811,200 Pending 
Associated Mortgage Corp. 13,123,568 11,811,200 Pending 
Housing-Section 23 Pe 3,800,000 Undetermined Pending 
Housing Renovation Corp. 7 Undetermined Undetermined Pending 
St. Mary's Housing Corp. 7] 3,800,000 Undetermined No FY 75 funds 
Housing-Section 232 ¥ 1,978,047 1,773,000 Pending 
Northeast Mortgage Corp. ] 1,978,047 1,773,000 Pending 
Housina~Section 236 3 5,165,000 6 629,939 9,739,228 
Ausonia Homes Corp. 1 Undetermined 3,577,700 5,075,608 
Quincy Towers Associates ] 5,165,000 Undetermined 4,663,620 
Roxbury Action Program 1 Undetermined 3,052,239 Pending 
Housing-GNMA Tandem Plan wh 8,000,000 Undetermined Pending 
Ledgemere Land Corp. J 8,000,000 Undetermined Pending 
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MAPC PROJECT REVIEWS 


BY PROGRAM 


FISCAL 1975 
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# Applic. 
Filed by Total Project Cost Federal Aid Requested 
Program/Applicant Prog./Appl. _ Program/Applicant Program/Applicant Federal Action 
Urban Renewal zh $85 ,006 ,295 $29,848,557 $25,307,667 
Dept. of Community Affairs 1 58,251 ,039 14,997,648 15,000,000 
Malden Redevelopment Auth. 1 19,826,937 10,307 ,667 10,307 ,667 
Somerville Redevelopment Auth. 1 6,928,319 4,543,242 Disapproved 
Community Renewal 1 150,000 100,000 Pending 
Boston Redevelopment Auth. 1 ~ 150,000 100,000 Pending 
Comp. Planning Assistance 14 1,966,031 1,306,983 1,235,000 
Arlington ] 30,283 20,283 20,000 
Brookline ] 52,500 35,000 35,000 
Cambridge ] 30,000 20 ,000 20,000 
Framingham 1 45,000 30,000 20,000 
Lynn 2 119,248 71,700 Disapproved 
Malden ] Undetermined 35,000 35,000 
Medford J 60,000 40,000 30,000 
Newton } 60,000 40,000 40,000 
OSP/DCA ] 1,396 ,500 900,000 940,000 
Quincy ] 75,000 50,000 50,000 
Somerville 7] 30,000 20,000 Disapproved 
Waltham ] 30,000 20,000 20,000 
Weymouth 7 37,500 25,000 25,000 
.D. Entitlement Funds 20 51,997,000 51,997,000 49,441,000 
Arlington 1 169,000 169,000 141,000 
Boston 1 30,307 ,000 30,307,000 32,108,000 
Brookline 1 1,210,000 1,210,000 480 ,000 
Cambridge 1 4,035,000 4,035,000 3,708,000 
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# Applic. 
Filed by Total Project Cost Federal Aid Requested 
Program/Applicant Prog./Appl. _ Program/Applicant Program/Applicant Federal Action 
C.D. Entitlement Funds (cont.) 
Chelsea 1 1,850,000 1,850,000 1,854,000 
Framingham 1 249,000 249,000 249,000 
Gloucester ] 1,138,000 1,138,000 1,138,000 
Hul] ] 356,000 356,000 356 ,000 
Lynn 1 3,234,000 3,234,000 3,227,000 
Malden ] 4,546,000 4,546,000 1,296,000 
Marlborough ] 1,068,000 1,068,000 1,068,000 
Medford ] 185,000 185,000 181,000 
Newton 1 655,000 655,000 655,000 
Peabody 1 282 ,000 282,000 282,000 
Quincy 1 983,000 983,000 983,000 
Revere ] 30,000 30,000 30,000 
Salem 1 992,000 992,000 992,000 
Somerville ] 346,000 346 ,000 337,000 
Waltham 1 199,000 199,000 193,000 
Weymouth ] 163,000 163,000 163,000 
C.D. Discretionary Funds 8 4,834,151 1,459,151 115,000 
Essex ] 100,000 100,000 40,000 
Everett ] 3,375,000 Undetermined Pending 
Hudson 1 100,000 100,000 75,000 
MA. Exec. Off. of Comm. and Dev. 1 99,651 99,651 Pending 
Milford 1 875,000 875,000 Pending 
Rockport 1 100,000 100,000 Pending 
Southborough ] 100,000 100,000 Pending 
Wilmington 1 84,500 84,500 Pending 


w 


—_ <2 +. on oo 


ae Se 


choy’ yrecotse ie 
2 
3 


7A] eH ete Yo . 16 0G. 4 


oti 
Ad- 


a 

£418 
fApvavod June 
node feb ew 


# Applic. 
Filed by Total Project Cost Federal Aid Requested 
Program/Applicant Prog./Appl. _ Program/Applicant Program/Applicant Federal Action 
C.D. Urgent Needs 4 6,359,079 5,479,079 3,181,368 
Brookline 1 2,100,000 1,220,000 800 ,000 
Cambridge ] 1,447 ,497 1,447,497 600 ,000 
Framingham 1 400,216 400,216 Disapproved 
Salem ] 2,411,366 2,411,366 1,781,368 
C.D. Innovative 8 40,128,359 1,700,889 Pending 
rlington 7] 48,000 28,000 Pending 
Brookline ] 255,000 85,000 Pending 
Lynn 1 56,500 56,500 Pending 
MA. Exec. Off. of Comm. and Dev. 4 39,293,859 1,185,389 Pending 
Somerville 1 75,000 346,000 Pending 
FHA/Mortgage Insurance 
Hospitals ib 12,480,000 12,000,000 Pending 
Somerville Hospital 1 12,480,000 12,000,000 Pending 
DoT 
FAA/Airport Develop. Aid iS 6,050,300 3,270,600 2,099,600 
Mass. Port Auth. 3 6,050,300 3,270,600 2,099,600 
FAA/Airport Systems Planning e 411,300 274,200 Disapproved 
MA. Aeronautics Commission } 36,300 24,200 Disapproved 


Mass. Port Auth. ] 575,000 250,000 Withdrawn 
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# Applic. 
Filed by Total Project Cost Federal Aid Requested 
Program/Applicant Prog./Appl. _ Program/Applicant Program/Applicant Federal Action 
UMTA/Capital Improvements 10 141,155,809 112,924 ,646 24,027,855 
MBTA 10 141,155,809 112,924 ,646 24,027,855 
(4 pending, 2 withdrawn) 
UMTA/Technical Studies ie 320,180 256.144 Pending 
BTA ] 170,000 136,000 Pending 
MA. Exec. Off. of Transp. 
and Constr. ] 150,180 120,144 Pending 
UMTA/Title 16(b)(2) 20 442,549 349,502 443,548 * 
Boston College Campus School 1 10,275 9,020 Disapproved 
Cambridge Co-operative Corp. ] 7,977 6,380 Disapproved 
EDCO, Inc. 7] 6,100 3,780 Disapproved 
Eastern Middlesex Opportunity 
Council ] 10,585 8,469 Funded 
Federated Dorchester Neighborhood 
Houses 1 24,904 19,964 Funded 
Geriatic Day Friendship Center 1 7,150 5,720 Funded 
Kennedy Family Service Center ] 11,7060 9,360 Funded 
Kennedy Memorial Hospital 7 helen 22,180 Funded 
Kennedy-Shriven Center for Mental 
Retardation ] 50,000 40 ,000 Funded 
MA. Residential Program, Inc. T 25275 9,820 Funded 
Minute Man Assoc. for Retarded 
Citizens ] 8,800 7,040 Funded 
Morgan Memorial/Goodwill Industries 1 10,000 8,000 Funded 
Norfolk Mental Health Assoc. ] 7,290 7,290 Funded 


Save Workshop/New Community 
Services J 11,262 9,049 Funded 
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# Applic. 
Filed by Total Project Cost Federal Aid Requested 
Program/Applicant Prog./Appl. _ Program/Applicant Program/Applicant Federal Action 
UMTA/Title 16(b)(2) (cont.) 
Salem Chapter/American Red Cross 1 15,000 12,000 Funded 
Stoneham Chapter/American Red 
Cross ] 10,580 8,464 Funded 
Meee .M. 5 INC. ] 150,000 120,000 Funded 
Walker Home and School for 
Children, Inc. ] 13,461 10,769 Disapproved 
Watertown/Ecumenical Life Center 
for Elders ] 29,400 23,520 Funded 
Woburn Council of Social Concern 1 17,065 8,677 Funded 
Technical Study us ; Not Applicable 
DPW/Fore River Bridge 1 Not Applicable 
COMMERCE 
EDA/Planning Assistance ih 44,678 29,813 29,800 
C of Cape Ann ] 44,678 29,813 9,800 
EDA/Technical Assistance 4 234,517 162,000 162,000 
Chinese Economic Development 
Council ] 118,517 75,000 75,000 
Watertown T 116,000 87,000 87,000 
EDA/Econ. Development and 
Adjustment Assistance ut 5,156,760 5,130,260 Pending 
Gloucester 1 5,156,760 5,130,260 Pending 
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# Applic. 
Filed by Total Project Cost Federal Aid Requested 
Program/Applicant Prog./Appl. _ Program/Applicant Program/Applicant Federal Action 
NOAA/Coastal Zone 
epeeren Program if 608,506 404,085 404,085 
. Exec. Office of 
Environmental Affairs 1 608 ,506 404,085 404,085 
AGRICULTURE 
FmHA/Indust. Dev. Grant 1 16,500 16,500 16,500 
Gloucester 7 16,500 16,500 16,500 
FmHA/Water and Waste Disposal 
Systems for Rural Communities 3 1,161,000 614,000 Pending 
Essex 1 1,076,000 538,000 Pending 
OEDC/Rockport 2 85,000 76,000 Disapproved 
EPA 
Areawide Planning, Section 208 Af 750,000 750,000 1,132,000 
S.E. MA. Regional Plan. and 
Econ. Develop. Dist. 1 750,000 750,000 1,132,000 
Const. of Wastewater Treatment 
Works i 32,357,265 24,267,950 18,900,000 
Metro. District Commission ] 32,357,265 24,267,950 18,900,000 
Water Pollution Control rs 17,583,826 1,451,600 500,000 
Braintree 1 15,535,301 500,000 500,000 
MA. Division of Water Pollution : 
Control ] 2,048,525 951,600 Pending 
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# Applic. 
Filed by Total Project Cost Federal Aid Requested 
Program/Applicant Prog./Appl. _ Program/Applicant Program/Applicant Federal Action 
Solid Waste Research Grants 5 619,438 385 640 199,262 
. Exec. Office of 
Environmental Affairs 2 341 ,526 200,000 Disapproved 
_ Marblehead 1 94,736 59,926 77,564 
Somerville 1 133,726 88 ,626 121,698 
South Essex Solid Waste Council 1 49 ,450 37 ,088 Disapproved 
WATER RESOURCES COUNCIL 
Water Resources Planning 5 538,591 78,556 98,100 
MA. Water Resources 
Commission ] 538,591 78,556 98,100 
INTERIOR 
BOR/Land and Water Conservation 12 5,974,684 2,765,942 994 ,356 
Arlington ae 1 115,850 57,925 Pending 
Boston ] 387 ,000 193,500 Pending 
Brookline 1 217,000 108,500 108,500 
Cambridge ] 180,000 90,000 Pending 
MA. Dept. of Natural Resources 2 1,132,800 345,000 345,000 
Metro. District Commission J 181,900 90,950 90,950 
Milton 1 55,974 27 987 Pending 
Needham Parks and Rec. Comm. 1 208 ,046 104,023 164,023 
Topsfield 1 317,666 158,833 158,833 
Waltham 1 374,100 187 ,050 187,050 
Watertown ] 2,804,348 1,402,174 Pending 
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# Applic. 
Filed by Total Project Cost Federal Aid Requested 
Program/Applicant Prog./Appl. _ Program/Applicant Program/Applicant Federal Action 
National Park Service 1 50,998,122 24,225,236 Pending 
Historic Preservation 
MA. Historical Commission 50,998,122 24,225,236 Pending 
HEM 
Areawide Comprehensive Health 
Plannin 3 605,518 445 646 435 ,067 
Health Planning Council for re 
Greater Boston, Inc. 348 ,608 279,078 282 ,533 
North Shore Health Planning 
Council 122,226 65,482 64,290 
Region VII Comp. Health 
Planning Council 134,781 101,086 88,244 
Health Services Development 2 5 333,917 3,605 ,853 3,828 ,850 
Bieta. 2,058,430 7,381 ,888 1,432,850 
Roxbury Comp. Community 
Health Council 3,275,487 2,223,965 2,396,000 
Emergency Medical Services al 7,805 ,232 1,792,324 500,000 
. Health Research Institute 7,805,232 1,792,324 500,000 
Health Facil. Construction 8 84,909,480 49,405,208 Pending ** 
Affiliated Hospitals Center 55,996,000 26,706,000 Pending 
Federated Dorchester Neighbor- 
hood Houses, Inc. 609,000 548,000 Pending 
MA. College of Pharmacy 958,000 733,000 Pending 
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# Applic. 
Filed by Total Project Cost Federal Aid Requested 
Program/Applicant Prog./Appl. _—_ Program/Applicant Program/Applicant Federal Action 


Health Facil. Construction (cont. ) 
North End Health Committee, Inc. 
Somerville Hospital 
South Shore Hospital 
Southern Jamaica Plain Health 

Center 
Wilmington Regional Health Center 


Community Mental Health Centers 3 
Boston State Hospital 
Emerson Hospital 
Jamaica Plain Outreach Program 


Social Services 
Boston Indian Council 


|— 


NIAAA/Alcohol Community Services 4 
ASB.) 
C.A.P. Inter-City 
Eastern Middlesex Opp. Council 
MA. Health Research Institute 
2 


Child Development 
A.B.C.D. 


Handicapped and Early Childhood 
Assistance 


North Shore C.A.P. 


es wet ed 


1,060,898 
518 


433,635 
8,301 ,000 
15,637,330 


149,400 
2,625,115 


1,146,859 


764,622 
197,713 
184,524 


56,625 
56,625 


18,035 
257 921 
99,422 
185,520 


426,615 
426,615 


55,249 
55,249 


393,635 
4,107,000 
14,464,530 


135,000 
2,317,603 


550,273 
272,162 
158,170 
119,941 


45 ,000 
45 ,000 


17,224 
185,520 


317,800 
317,800 


46,041 
46,041 


Pending 
Pending 
Pending 


Pending 
Pending 


550,273 
272,162 
158,170 
119,941 


45 ,000 
45,000 


461,012 
215,940 
65,576 
18,085 
161,411 
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# Applic. 
Filed by Total Project Cost Federal Aid Requested 
Program/Applicant Prog./Appi. _ Program/Applicant Program/Applicant Federal Action 
Special Programs for the Aging 4 354,630 354,630 Disapproved 
Cambridge and Somerville 
Legal Services T 86 ,999 86,999 Disapproved 
Family Service Center for 
Greater Boston 2 244,076 244 ,076 Disapproved 
Researchitects 1 23,559 23,555 Disapproved 
ESEA/Special Projects 2 75,900 75,990 64,427 
Hamilton - Wenham 1 65,000 65,000 64,427 
Marb? ehead ] 10,900 10,900 Disapproved 
LABOR 
Comp. Employ. and Trainin 
Act (CETAY 1k) 47,636,145 44,161,900 44,437,128 
Boston 6 29,613,154 29,613,154 30,490,628 
Cambridge ] 554,940 554,940 Pending 
E.M.H.R.D.A. i) 17,468,051 13,993,806 13,946,500 
VA 
Health Manpower Training 9 688 , 334 688 ,334 108,301 
Boston College ] 25,405 25,405 Disapproved 
Boston University 1 109,951 109,951 108,301 
Bunker Hill Comm. College ] 222,404 222,404 Funds Approved 
Ma. College of Optometry ] 91,911 91,911 Pending 
Sargent College 5 238,663 238,663 Disapproved 
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# Applic. 
Filed by Total Project Cost Federal Aid Requested 
Program/Applicant Prog./Appl. _ Program/Applicant Program/Applicant Federal Action 
OE0/CSA 
Community Action Programs oy 7,356,051 6,242,191 4,988,000 
ASBSC.D. 1 4,465,000 3,572,000 3,933,000 
Boston Indian Council ] 33,000 33,000 33,000 
Cambridge ] 318,750 255,000 260,000 
Circle, Inc. 1 1,640,000 1,580,000 Pending 
E. Middlesex Opp. Council 1 323,714 262,214 251,000 
Lynn Econ. Opportunity ] 294,000 294,000 299,000 
North Shore C.A.P. 2 185 ,587 149,977 116,000 
S. Middlesex Opp. Council ] 96 ,000 96,000 96,000 
JUSTICE 
LEAA 159 20,758,284 17,805,460 10,114,825 
Acton i 1 7,550 T,395 1,395 
Arlington 2 30,766 25,081 2,890 
(1 Disapproved) 
Beverly ] 6,000 2,843 2,843 
Boston 38 7,087 ,882 6,249,779 3,961,698 
(4 Disapproved, 9 Pending) 
Brooktine 2 49,902 44,771 12,877 
(1 Pending) 
Burlington 1 333,000 300,000 223,727 
Cambridge 10 624,531 515,227 233,090 
(4 Disapproved, 1 Pending) 
Essex County ] 99,000 89,100 64,892 
Framingham ] 44,42] 39,857 12,345 


Harvard College 1 177,965 157,710 157,710 
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# Applic. 
Filed by Total Project Cost Federal Aid Requested 
Program/Applicant Prog./Appl. _ Program/Applicant Program/Applicant Federal Action 
LEAA (cont. ) 

Littleton and Boxborough 1 2,000 1,948 1,948 
Lynn 9 554,540 499,016 164,710 
(2 Disapproved, 

2 Pending) 
Malden 2 61,205 44,300 8,507 

(1 Pending) 
Marlborough 2 100,000 90,000 76,717 
MA. Attorney General 2 234,000 211,300 66,040 
MA. Committee on Criminal Justice 3 2,518,254 1,942,000 115,000 

(1 Pending) 

MA. Criminal History Systems 

Board 1 57,650 50,000 50,000 
MA. Defenders Committee z' 1,265,309 1,139,056 773,302 
(1 Disapproved, 

1 Pending) 
MA. Probation Commission 12 1,281,608 1,153,940 723,847 
(3 Disapproved, 

1 Pending) 
MA. Superior Court 3 143,623 129,260 121,470 
MA. Supreme Judicial Court 14 923,242 828,889 5273176 
Middlesex County 17 1,590,627 1,372,728 1,208,464 
(3 Disapproved, 

2 Pending) 
N. E. Assoc. of Chiefs of Police 1 294,500 224,000 9,600 
Newton 4 892,761 809,745 592,878 

(1 Pending) 
Norfolk County 3 160,444 144,400 104,756 

(1 Pending) 
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# Applic. 
Filed by Total Project Cost Federal Aid Requested 
Program/Applicant Prog./Appl. —_ Prugram/Applicant Program/Applicant Federal Action 
LEAA (cont. ) 
N. E! MA. Law Enforcement Council 2 218,168 195,060 178,491 
Prisoner's Rights Project 1 199,385 180,000 169,718 
Quincy 3 196,351 154,900 24,361 
(2 Pending) 
Regis College (Weston) 1 30,825 23,685 Disapproved 
Revere/Chelsea ] 54,356 41,330 Disapproved 
Rockland 1 4,000 1,895 1,895 
Somerville 7 592,728 342,579 236,655 
(2 Pending) 
Stoneham 2 15,900 14,310 (1 Disapproved, 
1 Pending) 
Suffolk County 2 658,354 605 ,286 248,018 
(1 Pending) 
Waltham 1 61,825 35 5543 Disapproved 
Watertown ] 89,930 56,630 Pending 
Woburn 2 100,882 77,897 37,785 
(1 Disapproved) 
TOTALS 364 677,681,389 427 ,483 ,091 203,789,177 


kk 


This figure - $443,548 - represents the Statewide allocation. 


planning area were funded. 


this release. 


Sixteen of the 20 applications from our 
Individual figures, however, were not available from EOTC at the time of 


HEW Health Facilities Construction funds are pending the final settlement of a law suit and will be 


awarded shortiy thereafter. 
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Table 3 
MAPC PROJECT REVIEWS 
BY GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION OF PROJECT 
FISCAL 1975 


# Applic. 
Communit, Filed by Total Project Cost Federal Aid Requested 
Applicant/Program App1./Prog. Applicant/Program Applicant/Program Federal Action 
ACTON 1 $ 15550 $ 1,395 $ 1,395 
Town 1 1,550 1,395 1,395 
Justice/LEAA 1 1,550 1,395 1,395 
ARLINGTON 6 393,899 300,289 163,890 
Town 6 393,899 300,289 163,890 
HUD/Comp. Planning Asst. 1 30, 283 20,283 20,000 
HUD/Entitiement C.D. 1 169,000 169,000 141,000 
HUD/Innovative C.D. 1 48 ,000 28,000 Pending 
BOR/Land Conservation 1 115,850 57,925 Pending 
Justice/LEAA 2 30,766 25,081 2,890 
ASHLAND 1 8,600,000 Undetermined Pending 
Ledgemore Land Corp. 1 8,000,000 Undetermined Pending 
HUD/GNMA Housing 1 8,000,000 Undetermined Pending 
BEVERLY af 6,000 2.843 2,843 
Town 1 6,000 9843 2,843 
Justice/LEAA 1 6,000 2,843 2,843 
BOSTON 98 219,235,245 166,770,752 97,994,909 
City 46 67,395,036 66,363,433 66,560,326 
HUD/Entitlement C.D. 1 30,307,000 30,307,000 32,108,000 
BOR/Land Conservation 1 387 ,000 193,500 Pending 
LABOR/CETA 6 29 613,154 29,613,154 30,490,628 
Justice/LEAA 38 7,087 ,882 6,249,779 3,961,698 
Boston Housing Authority 4 Undetermined Undetermined Undetermined 
Housing/ Turnkey 4 Undetermined Undetermined Undetermined 
Boston Redevelopment Authority 1 J 150,000 100,000 Pending 
HUD/Community Renewal Program 1 150,000 100,000 Pending 
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# Applic. 
Community Filed by Total Project Cost Federal Aid Requested 
heplicant/Program App1./Prog. Applicant/Program Applicant/Program Federal Action 


BOSTON (Cont.) 


Boston College $ 25,405 $ 25,405 Disapproved 
VA/Manpower 1 25,405 25,405 Disapproved 
Boston University 109,951 109,951 108,301 
VA/Manpower 1 109,951 109,951 108,301 
Bunker Hill Community College 222,404 222,404 Funds Approved 
VA/Manpower 1 222,404 222,404 Funds Approved 
MA. College of Optometry 91,911 91,911 Pending 
VA/Manpower 1 91,911 91,911 Pending 
MA. College of Pharmacy 958,000 733,000 Pending 
HEW/Hi11-Burton 1 958,000 733,000 Pending 
Sargent College 238,663 238,663 Disapproved 
VA/Manpower 5 238,663 238,663 Disapproved 
Affiliated Hospitals Center 55,996,000 26,706,000 Pending 
HEW/Hi11-Burton 1 55,996,000 26 ,706 ,000 Pending 
Boston State Hospital »622 72,1 272,162 
HEW/Community Mental H1th. 1 764,622 272,162 272,162 
MA. Health Research Institute 185,520 185,520 161,411 
HEW/NIAAA 1 185,520 185,520 161,411 
Southern Jamaica Plain 
Health Center 149,400 135,000 Pending 
HEW/Hi11-Burton 1 149,400 135,000 Pending 
Action/Boston Community Devel. 7,460,080 5,475,021 5,899,590 
HEW/Health Services Devel. 1 2,058,430 1,381,888 1,432,850 
HEW/NIAAA 1 518,035 203 ,333 215,940 
HEW/Child Development 2 426,615 317,800 317,800 
OE0/CSA/CAP 1 4,465,000 3,572,000 3,933,000 
Boston Indian Council 89,625 78,000 78,000 
HEW/Social Services i 56,625 45,000 45,000 
OEO/CSA/CAP 1 33,000 33,000 33,000 
Circle, Inc. 1,640,000 1,580,000 Pending 
OEO/CSA/CAP 1 1,640,000 1,580,000 Pending 
Jamaica Plain Outreach Program 184,524 119,941 119,941 
HEW/Community Mental Hith. 1 184,524 119,941 119,941 
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# Applic. 
Communit Filed By Total Project Cost Federal Aid Requested 
pplicant/Program Appl./Prog. Applicant/Program Applicant/Program Federal Action 
BOSTON (Cont. ) 
~ North End Health Committee 1 $ 433,635 $399,035 Pending 
HEW/Hi11-Burton 1 433 ,635 393 ,635 Pending 
Roxbury Comprehensive Community 
Health Council 3,275,487 2,223,965 2,396,000 
HEW/Health Services Devel. 1 3,275,487 2,223,965 2,396,000 
Federated Dorchester Neighborhood 
Houses, Inc. 2 633,904 567 ,964 Pending 
HEW/Hi11-Burton 1 609,000 548,000 Pending 
UMTA Title 16 (b)(2) 1 24,904 19,964 Funded 
Geriatric Day Friend Ctr., Inc. 1 75150 5,720 Funded 
UMTA Title 16 (b)(2) 1 7,150 5,720 Funded 
J.F.K. Famity Service Ctr., Inc. 1 11,700 9,360 Funded 
UMTA Title 16 (b)(2) 1 11,700 9,360 Funded 
Kennedy Memorial Hospital 1 27,725 22,180 Funded 
UMTA Title 16 (b)(2) 1 27,725 22,180 Funded 
Fontes Mes LNCs 1 150,000 120,000 Funded 
UMTA Title 16 (b)(2) i 150,000 120,000 Funded 
Ausonia Homes Corp., Inc. 1 Undetermined 3,577,700 5,075,608 
Housing/Section 236 1 Undetermined 3,577,700 5,075,608 
Housing Renovation Corp. 1 Undetermined Undetermined Funded 
Housing/Section 23 1 Undetermined Undetermined Funded 
Quincy Towers Associates 1 5,165,000 Undetermined 4,663,620 
Housing/Section 236 1 5,165,000 Undetermined 4,663,620 
Roxbury Action Program 1 Undetermined 3,052,239 Pending 
Housing/Section 236 1 Undetermined 3,052,239 Pending 
St. Mary's Housing Corp. 1 3,800,000 Undetermined Suspended 
Housing/Section 23 1 3,800,000 Undetermined Suspended 
Chinese Economic Dev. Council 1 1185517 75,000 75,000 
DOC/Technical Assistance 1 118,517 75,000 75,000 
M.B.T.A. 5 63,343,786 50,675,028 10,394,400 
UMTA/Capital Improvements 5 63,343,786 50,675,028 10,394,400 
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# Applic. 
Communit. Filed By Total Project Cost Federal Aid Requested 
Applicant/Program App1./Prog. Applicant/Program Applicant/Program Federal Action 
BOSTON (Cont.) 

Massport 4 $ 6,425,300 $ 3,520,600 $ 2,099,600 
FAA/Airport Dev. Aid 3 6,050,300 3,270,600 2,099,600 
FAA/Airport Planning 1 375,000 250,000 Withdrawn 

MDC 1 181,900 90,950 90,950 
BOR/Land & Water Conservation 1 181,900 90,950 90,950 

BRAINTREE nf 15,535,301 500,000 500,000 

Town 1 15,535,301 500,000 500,000 

EPA/Water Pollution Control 1 15,535,301 500,000 500,000 
BROOKLINE i 3,884,402 2sh0Sser 1,436,377 

Town 7 3,884,402 2,703,271 1,436,377 
HUD/Secticn 701 1 52,500 35,000 35,000 
HUD/Comm. Dev. Entitlement Funds 1 1,210,000 1,210,000 480,000 
HUD/Comm. Dev. Urgent Needs i 2,100,000 1,220,000 800,000 
HUD/Conmm. Dev. Innovative 1 255,000 85,000 Pending 
BOR/Land & Water Conservation 2 49,902 44,771 125897 
Justice/LEAA 1 217,000 108,500 108,500 

BURLINGTON a 333,000 300,000 L23sLen 

Town 1 333,000 300,000 2235027 

Justice/LEAA il 333,000 300,000 223,727 
CAMBRIDGE 19 65,460,996 21,930,741 19,821,090 

City 16 65,123,007 21,660,312 19,561,090 
HUD/Section 701 1 30,000 20,000 20,000 
HUD/Comm. Dev. Entitlement 1 4,035,000 4,035,000 3,708,000 
HUD/Comm. Dev. Urgent Needs 1 1,447,497 1,447,497 600,000 
HUD/DCA/Urban Renewal 1 58,251,039 14,997,648 15,000,000 
LABOR/CETA 1 554,940 554,940 Pending 
BOR/Land & Water Conservation 1 180,000 90,000 Pending 
Justice/LEAA 10 624,531 515,227 233,090 

Cambridge Co-op Corp 1 7,977 6,380 Disapproved 
UMTA Title 16 (b)(2) 1 7,977 6,380 Disapproved 
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# Applic. 
Community Filed By Total Project Cost Federal Aid Requested 
Applicant/Program App1./Prog. Applicant/Program Applicant/Program Federal Action 
CAMBRIDGE (Cont.) 
Sage Workshop 1 $ 11,262 $ 9,049 Funded 
UMTA Title 16 (b)(2) 1 11,262 9,049 Funded 
Camb. Econ. Opport. Council 1 318,750 255,000 260,000 
OEO/CSA/CAP 1 318,750 255,000 260,000 
CHELSEA 1 1,850,000 1,850,000 1,854,000 
City 1 1,850,000 1,850,000 1,854,000 
HUD/Comm. Dev. Entitlement 1 1,850,000 1,850,000 1,854,000 
CONCORD a 197,713 158,170 158,170 
Emerson Hospital 1 197,713 158,170 158,170 
HEW/Conmmunity Mental H1th. i 197,713 158,170 158,170 
ESSEX 4 1,176,000 __ 638,000 Pending 
own 2 1,176,000 638,000 Pending 
HUD/Comm. Dev. Discretionary 1 100,000 100,000 Pending 
FmHA/Water & Waste Disp. Syst. 1 1,076,000 538,000 Pending 
EVERETT 4 37,864,400 27,591,520 Pending 
City i 3,375,000 Undetermined Disapproved 
HUD/Comm. Dev. Discretionary 1 3,375,000 Undetermined Disapproved 
M.B.T.A. 34,489 ,400 rl Mey de) Pending 
UMTA/Capital Improvements 1 34,489,400 27,591,520 Pending 
FRAMINGHAM 4 738,637 719,073 218,345 
Town 4 738 ,637 719,073 218,345 
HUD/Section 701 1 45,000 30,000 20,000 
HUD/Comm, Dev. Entitlement i 249,000 249,000 249,000 
HUD/Comm. Dev. Urgent Needs 1 400,216 400,216 Disapproved 
Justice/LEAA 1 44,421 39,857 12,345 
FRANKLIN oh Undetermined Undetermined Undetermined 
Vazza Properties i Undetermined Undetermined Undetermined 
HUD/Section 203b 1 Undetermined Undetermined Undetermined 
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# Applic. 
Community Filed By Total Project Cost Federal Aid Requested 
Applicant/Program App1./Prog. Applicant/Program Applicant/Program Federal Action 
GLOUCESTER 3 $ 6,311,260 $ 6,284,760 $ 1,154,500 
City 3 6,311,260 6,284,760 1,154,500 
HUD/Comm. Dev. Entitlement 1 1,138,000 1,138,000 1,138,000 
DOC/Title IX EDA 1 5,156,760 5,130,260 Pending 
FmHA/Industrial Dev. Grant 1 16,500 16,500 16,500 
HINGHAM iz 1,978,047 1,773,000 Pending 
Northeast Mortgage Corp. 1 1,978,047 1,773,000 Pending 
HUD/Section 232 1 1,978,047 1,773,000 Pending 
HUDSON go 100 ,000 100,000 Pending 
Town 1 100,000 100,000 Pending 
HUD/Conim. Dev. Discretionary 1 100,000 100,000 Pending 
HULL I 356,000 356 ,000 356 ,000 
Town 1 356 ,000 356 ,000 356,000 
HUD/Comm. Dev. Entitlement 1 356,900 356,000 356,000 
LYNN 24 4,268,288 4,163,216 3,690,710 
City 13 3,964,288 3,861,216 3,391,710 
HUD/Section 701 2 119,248 71,700 Disapproved 
HUD/Comm. Dev. Entitlement 1 3,234,000 3,234,000 3,227 ,000 
HUD/Comm. Dev. Innovative 1 56,500 56,500 Pending 
Justice/LEAA 9 554,540 499 ,016 164,710 
(2 Disapproved, 2 Pending) 
Lynn Economic Opportunity, Inc. 1 294,000 294,000 299,000 
OE0/CSA/CAP 1 294,000 294,000 299,000 
Morgan Memorial Goodwill Ind. 1 10,000 8,000 Funded 
UMTA Title 16 (b)(2) 1 10,000 8,000 Funded 
MALDEN 5 24,434,142 14,932,967 11,647,174 
City 5 24,434,142 14,932,967 11,647,174 
HUD/Section 701 1 Undetermined 35,000 35,000 
HUD/Comm. Dev. Entitlement Funds 1 4,546,000 4,546,000 1,296,000 
HUD/Urban Renewal 1 19,826,937 10,307 ,667 10,307 ,667 
Justice/LEAA 2 61,205 44,300 8,507 
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# Applic. 
Communit Filed by Total Project Cost Federal Aid Requested 
Applicant/Program App1./Prog. Applicant/Program Applicant/Program Federal Action 
MARBLEHEAD 2 $ 105,636 $ 70,825 $ 77,564 
Town 2 105,636 70,826 77,564 
HEW/Elementary & Secondary Ed. i 10,900 10,900 Disapproved 
EPA/Solid Waste Treat. & Const. 1 94,736 59,926 77,564 
MARLBOROUGH ‘y 1,168,000 1,158,000 1,144,717 
City 3 1,168,000 1,158,000 1,144,717 
HUD/Comm. Dev. Entitlement i 1,068,000 1,068,000 1,068,000 
Justice/LEAA 2 100,000 90,000 76,717 
MARSHFIELD tt Undetermined Undetermined Undetermined 
Vazza Properties 1 Undetermined Undetermined Undetermined 
HUD/Section 203b il Undetermined Undetermined Undetermined 
MAYNARD +4 8,800 7,040 Funded 
Minute Man Assoc. for 
Retarded Citizen's, Inc. 8,800 7,040 Funded 
UMTA Title 16 (b)(2) 1 8,800 7,040 Funded 
MEDFIELD i 782 ,800 170,000 170,000 
Town 1 782,800 170,900 170,000 
BOR/Land & Water Conservation 1 782,800 170,000 170,000 
MEDFORD rd 245 ,000 225,000 211,000 
City 2 245 ,000 225,000 211,000 
HUD/Section 701 1 60,000 40,000 30,000 
HUD/Comm. Dev. Entitlement Funds 1 185,000 185,000 181,000 
MILFORD ie 887,275 884,820 Pending 
Town 1 875,000 875,000 Pending 
HUD/Comm. Dev. Discretionary 1 875,000 875,000 Pending 
MA. Residential Program, Inc. 1 12,275 9,820 Funded 
UMTA Title .16 (b)(2) 1 t2.245 9,820 Funded 


j 
q 


: Toes 4 
totenues? bYA fetabed feo) ssetosd Ietot + 44 balr 


marty Dango! icah _ menporSeest leek pers). ingh 
- ‘ 
26.0 8 Me SOL gy 5 \ REL) 
agg, 0 bc COL : 5 i 


20h Ooe. 03 { .b yrebnoe? 6 etstasmaTaan 
$2, 22 BET. 2 , 4 Jeno) 3 16807 olasl GHOR ARE 


~ 


Ke, ! OOO, a i jnowme {2 tind ved OR Jv ‘ uh 


— 
¢ 
Sa) 
alee 
= 
—_ 
_ 


~ Dé The Fsony wu Nieves BLU t sore ee ot " 
sanlenolabal bon tims tabay if den wolzogey 


2 3 
ol .2oech ned efi 
n29, f 002.5 i --2nt ,2'negtgtd Bom 


0nd,‘ 008.6 (S}id) of sf907 Am 
05,01 066. 29% i 68 

‘ wees 2 ON i 7 2 J 

1, 008, SBS % : notremsencd wocl 4 bagdy 


0, 285 G09, 285 5 

©. ae O60, CAS -§ Ay te 
one 660,08 t ~ ae £00 notiaa, 
(00, 28f 606, é8i [gh eoesizita3 .vod een 


y 
ue, TX Chto TT. , Pr. 
ets 000, 246 t vieotsvield velo 
$8,@ ats.$1 1 au) .aeyport Ietom 
> f —_ . > 


3-8 


# Applic. 
Community Filed By Total Project Cost Federal Aid Requested 
Applicant/Program Appi./Prog. Applicant/Program Applicant/Program Federal Action 
MILTON a $ 55,974 $ 27,987 Pending 
Town 1 55,974 27,987 Pending 
BOR/Land & Water Conservation 1 55,974 27,987 Pending 
NEEDHAM 2 221,507 114,792 104,023 
Town 1 208 ,046 104,023 104,023 
BOR/Land & Water Conservation 1 208 ,046 104,023 104,023 
Walker Home & School for Child. 1 13,461 10,769 Disapproved 
UMTA Title 16 (b)(2) 1 13,461 10,769 Disapproved 
NEWTON 7 1,619 036 1,513,765 1,287 ,878 
City 6 1,607,761 1,504,745 1,287,878 
HUD/Section 701 1 60,000 40,000 40,000 
HUD/Comm. Dev. Entitlement Funds 1 655,000 655,000 655,000 
Justice/LEAA 4 892,761 809,745 592,878 
Boston Coilege Campus School 1 11,275 $,020 Disapproved 
UMTA Title 16 (b) (2) 1 11,275 9,020 Disapproved 
HORWOOD rf 7,290 7,290 Funded 
Norfolk Mental Health Assoc. 1 7,290 7,290 Funded 
UMTA Title 16 (b)(2) 1 7,290 7,290 Funded 
PEABODY o§ 282,000 282,000 282,000 
City 1 282,000 282,000 282,000 
HUD/Comm. Dev. Entitlement Funds 1 282 ,000 282,000 282,000 
QUINCY 7 14,377,919 12,999,100 1,057,361 
City 5 1,254,351 1,187,900 1,057,361 
HUD/Section 701 1 75,000 50,000 50,000 
HUD/Comm. Dev. Entitlement 1 983 ,000 983,000 983,000 
Justice/LEAA 3 196,351 154,900 24,361 
Assoc. Mortgage Corp. 1 13,123,568 11,811,200 Pending 
HUD/Section 221 (d)(4) 1 13,123,568 11,811,200 Pending 


NOT APPLICABLE 
NOT APPLICABLE 


D.P.W./Fore River Bridge 
DOT/Technical Studies 
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# Applic. 
Community Filed By Total Project Cost Federal Aid Requested 
Applicant/Program App1./Prog. Applicant/Program Applicant/Program Federal Action 
REVERE iy $ 30,000 $ 30,000 $ 30,000 
City 1 30,000 30,000 30,000 
HUD/Comm. Dey. Entitlement Funds 1 30,000 30,000 30,000 
ROCKLAND a 4,000 1,895 1,895 
Town 1 4,000 3895 1,895 
Justice/LEAA 1 4,000 1,895 1,895 
ROCKPORT 4 535,000 351,000 175,000 
Town 2 450,000 275,000 175,000 
HUD/Comm. Dev. Discretionary 1 100,000 100,000 Pending 
BOR/Land & Water Conservation 1 350,000 175,000 175,000 
OEDC of Cape Ann 2 85,000 76,000 Disapproved 
FmHA/Water & Waste Disposal 2 85,000 76,000 Disapproved 
SALEM 3 3.418, 366 3,415,366 2,773,368 
City 2 3,403,366 3,403,366 2,773,368 
HUD/Comm. Dev. Entitlement Funds 1 992,000 992,000 992,000 
HUD/Comm. Dev. Urgent Needs 1 2,411,366 2,411,366 1,781,368 
Salem Chapter/Red Cross 15,000 12,000 Funded 
UMTA Title 16 (b)(2) iq 15,000 12,000 Funded 
SOMERVILLE 15 29,497 ,358 21,802,416 695,353 
City 12 8,505,773 5,686,447 695,353 
HUD/Urban Renewal I 6,928,319 4,543,242 Disapproved 
HUB/Section 701 1 30,000 20,000 Disapproved 
HUD/Comm. Dev. Entitlement Funds 1 346,000 346 ,000 337 ,000 
HUD/Comm. Dev. Innovative 1 475,000 346,000 Pending 
Justice/LEAA 7 592,728 342,579 236,655 
EPA/Solid Waste Treatment 1 133,726 88,626 121,698 
Eastern Middlesex Opp. Council 1 10,585 8,469 Funded 
UMTA Title 16 (b)(2) 1 10,585 8,469 Funded 
Somerville Hospitai 2 20,981,000 16,107,500 Pending 
FHA/Mortgage Insurance 1 12,480,000 12,000,000 Pending 
HEW/Hi11-Burton ih 8,501,000 4,107,000 Pending 
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# Applic. 
Community Filed By Total Project Cost Federal Aid Requested 
Applicant/Program App1./Prog. Applicant/Program Applicant/Program Federal Action 
SOUTHBOROUGH A $ 100,000 $ 100,000 Pending 
Town 1 100,000 100,000 Pending 
HUD/Comm. Dev. Discretionary 1 100,000 100,000 Pending 
STONEHAM = 26,480 22,774 Pending 
Town 2 15,900 14,310 1 Disapproved, 
1 Pending 
Justice/LEAA 2 15,900 14,310 1 Disapproved, 
1 Pending 
Stoneham Chapter/Red Cross 1 10,580 8,464 Funded 
UMTA Title 16 (b)(2) 1 10,580 8,464 Funded 
TOPSFIELD s 317 ,666 158 ,833 158 ,833 
own 1 317,666 158,833 158,833 
BOR/Land & Water Conservation 1 317 ,666 158,833 158 ,833 
WALTHAM 6 721,025 485,373 400,050 
City 4 664,925 441 ,593 400,050 
HUD/Section 701 1 30,000 20,000 20,000 
HUD/Comm, Dev. Entitlement Funds 1 199,000 199,000 193,000 
Justice/LEAA 1 61,825 35,543 Disapproved 
BOR/Land & Water Conservation 1 374,100 187 ,050 187,050 
EDCO, Inc 6,100 3,780 Disapproved 
UMTA Title 16 (b)(2) 1 6,100 3,780 Disapproved 
Kennedy-Shriver Center for 
Mental Retardation 50,000 40,000 Funded 
UMTA Title 16 (b)(2) 1 50,000 40,000 Funded 
WATERTOWN 4 3,039,678 1,569,324 87,000 
Town 3 3,010,278 1,545,804 87,000 
Justice/LEAA 1 89,930 56 ,630 Pending 
BOR/Land & Water Conservation q 2,804, 348 1,402,174 Pending 
EDA/Technical Assistance 1 116,000 87,000 87 ,000 
The Ecumenical Life Center for 
Elders 29,400 23,520 Funded 
UMTA Title 16 (b)(2) 1 29,400 23,520 Funded 
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# Applic. 
Community Filed By Total Project Cost Federal Aid Requested 
Applicant/Program App1./Prog. Applicant/Program Applicant/Program Federal Action 
WESTON 1 30,825 $ 23,685 Disapproved 
Regis College 1 30,825 23,685 Disapproved 
Justice/LEAA 1 30,825 23,685 Disapproved 
WEYMOUTH S) 15,837,830 14,652,530 188,000 
Town 2 200,500 1388 ,000 188 ,000 
HUD/Section 701 1 37 ,500 25,000 25,000 
HUD/Comm. Dev. Entitlement Funds 1 163,000 163,000 163,000 
South Shore Hospital 1 15,637,330 14,464,530 Pending 
HEW/Hi11-Burton 1 15,637 ,330 14,464,530 Pending 
WILMINGTON 4 2,709,615 2,402,103 Pending 
Town il 84,500 84,500 Pending 
HUD/Comm. Dev. Discretionary 1 84,500 84,500 Pending 
Wilmington Reg. Health Center 1 23,025,125 2,317,603 Pending 
HEW/Hi11-Burton 1 2,625,115 2,317,603 Pending 
WOBURN es 117,947 86,574 37,785 
City 2 100,382 77,897 7,785 
Justice/LEAA 2 100,882 77,897 37,785 
Woburn Council for Social 
Concern 1 17,065 8,677 Funded 
UMTA Title 16 (b)(2) 1 17,065 8,677 Funded 
SUBTOTAL 251 $468 279,907 $313 .638 490 $148 282,957 
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# Applic. 
Multi-Community Project Filed By , Total Project Cost Federal Aid Requested 


Applicant/Program Appi./Prog. Applicant/Program Applicant/Program Federal Action 
CAMBRIDGE & SOMERVILLE 


LEGAL SERVICES A $ 86 ,999 $ 86,999 Disapproved 
(2 Communities ) 

HEW/Spec. Programs for the Aging 1 86,999 86,999 Disapproved 
CAP INTER-CITY eh 257,921 77,922 65,576 
(3 Communities) 

HEW/NIAAA, Alcohol Comm. Services 1 257 ,921 77,922 65,576 
CHELSEA/REVERE DIST. COURT ay 54,356 41,330 Disappreved 

2 Communities 

Justice/LEAA 1 54,356 41,330 Disapproved 


EASTERN MIDDLESEX HUMAN 


RESOURCES DEV. COUNCIL 6 17,468,051 13,993 ,806 13,946,500 
5 Communities 
LABOR/C.E.T.A 6 17,468,051 13,993,806 13,946 ,500 


EASTERN MIDDLESEX 
OPPORTUNITIES COUNCIL 2 423,136 279 4338 269 085 


(4 Communities 


HEW/NIAAA,Alcohol Comm. Services 1 99 ,422 17,224 18,085 

OE0/CSA/CAP 1 323,714 262,214 251,000 
ESSEX COUNTY ay 99,000 89,100 64.892 

34 Communities ) 

Justice/LEAA 1 99,000 89,100 64,892 
FAMILY SERVICE ASSOCIATION 
OF GREATER BOSTON 2 244,076 244.076 Disapproved 


2 Communities 


HEW/Spec. Programs for the Aging 2 244 ,076 244 ,076 Disapproved 
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# Applic. 
Multi-Community Project Filed By Total Project Cost Federal Aid Requested 
Apolicant/Program App1./Prog. Applicant/Program Applicant/Program Federal Action 
HAMILTON-WENHAM REGIONAL 
SCHOOL DISTRICT E $ 65,000 $ 65,000 $ 64,427 
(2 Communities) 
HEW/Elementary & Secondary 
Education Act. 1 65,000 65,000 64,427 
HARVARD COLLEGE 4, 177,965 157,710 157,710 
Statewide 4s = a —. 
Justice/LEAA 1 177,965 157,710 157,710 
HEALTH PLANNING COUNCIL 
FOR GREATER’ BOSTON i 348 ,608 279,078 282,533 
(64 Communities) 
HEW/Areawide Comprehensive 
Health Planning 1 348,608 279,078 282,533 
LITTLETON/BOXBOROQUGH 4 2,000 1,948 1,948 
2 Communities 
Justice/LEAA 1 2,000 1,948 1,948 
MA. AREONAUTICS COMMISSION A 36,300 24,200 Disapproved 
Statewide ee 
FAA/Airport Systems Planning 1 36,300 _ 24,200 Disapproved 
. M.B.T.A. E 43,492,623 34,794 ,098 13,633,455 
(79 Communities) 
UMTA/Capital Improvements 4 4353225023 34,658,098 13,633,455 
UMTA/Technical Studies 1 170,000 136,000 Pending 
MA. - ATTORNEY GENERAL 4 234,800 211,300 66,040 


Statewide 
Justice/LEAA 2 234,800 211,300 66,040 
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# Applic. 

Multi-Community Project Filed By Total Project Cost Federal Aid Requested 
Applicant/Program App1./Prog. Applicant/Program Applicant/Program Federal Action 
HAMILTON-WENHAM REGIONAL 
SCHOOL DISTRICT A $ 65,000 $ 65,000 $ 64,427 
(2 Communities) 

HEW/Elementary & Secondary 

Education Act. 1 65,000 65,000 64,427 
HARVARD COLLEGE dy 177,965 157,710 157,710 
(Statewide) 

Justice/LEAA 1 177,965 157,710 157,710 
HEALTH PLANNING COUNCIL 
FOR GREATER BOSTON 1b 348 ,608 279,078 282,533 

64 Communities 

HEW/Areawide Comprehensive 

Health Planning 1 348 ,608 279,078 282,533 
LITTLETON/BOXBOROUGH ll 2,000 1,948 1,948 

2 Communities 

Justice/LEAA 1 2,000 1,948 1,948 
MA. AREONAUTICS COMMISSION i 36,300 24,200 Disapproved 
Statewide 

FAA/Airport Systems Planning 1 36 ,300 24,200 Disapproved 
M.B.T.A. 5 43,492,623 34,794,098 13,633,455 
(79 Communities) 

UMTA/Capital Improvements 4 43,322,623 34,658,098 13,633,455 

UMTA/Technical Studies 1 170,000 136,000 Pending 
MA. - ATTORNEY GENERAL ya 234,800 211,300 66,040 


Statewide 
Justice/LEAA 2 234,800 211,300 66,040 
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# Applic. 
Multi-Community Project Filed By Total Project Cost Federal Aid Requested 
Applicant/Program Appl, /Prog. Applicant/Program Applicant/Program Federal Action 
MA. - COMMISSIONER OF 
PROBATION ae $ 1,281,608 $ 1,153,940 $ 723,847 
(Statewide) 
Justice/LEAA 12 1,281,608 1,153,940 723,847 
MA. COMMITTEE ON 
CRIMINAL JUSTICE J 2,518,254 1,952,000 115,000 
(Statewide 
Justice/LEAA 3 2,518,254 1,952,000 115,000 
MA. - CRIMINAL HISTORY 
SYSTEMS BOARD HH 57,650 50,000 50,000 
(Statewide) 
Justice/LEAA 1 57,650 50,000 50,000 
MA. DEFENDERS COMMITTEE &) 1,265,309 1,139,056 773,302 
Statewide 
Justice/LEAA 3 1,265,309 1,139,056 773,302 
MA. DIVISION OF WATER 
POLLUTION CONTROL re 2,048,525 951,600 Pending 
Statewide 
EPA/Water Pollution Control 1 2,048,525 951,600 Pending 
MA. EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF 
COMMUNITIES & DEVELOPMENT 5 39,393,510 1,285,040 Pending 
Statewide 
HUD/Comm. Dev. Discretionary 1 99,651 99,651 Pending 
HUD/Comm. Dev. Innovative 4 39,293,859 1,185,389 Pending 
MA. EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF 
ENVIRONMENTAL AFFAIRS a 950,032 604,085 404,085 
Statewide 
NOAA/Coastal Zone Mgm't 1 608 ,506 404,085 404,085 
EPA/Solid Waste Treatment 2 341,526 200,000 Disapproved 
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# Applic. 
Multi-Community Project Filed By Total Project Cost Federal Aid Requested 
Applicant/Program Appl. /Prog. Applicant/Program Applicant/Program Federal Action 


MA. EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF 


TRANSPORTATION & CONSTRUCTION il $ 150,180 $ 120,144 Pending 
Statewide 
UMTA/Technical Studies 1 150,180 120,144 Pending 
MA. HEALTH RESEARCH INSTITUTE Ey 7,805,232 1,792,324 500,000 
Statewide 
HEW/Emergency Medical Services 1 MANOR 1,792,324 500,000 
MA. HISTORICAL COMMISSION ay 50,998,122 24,225,236 Pending 
Statewide Sayre 
DOI/Nat'l Park Service 1 50,993,122 24,225,236 Pending 
MA. OFFICE OF STATE PLANNING/DCA 1 1,396,500 900 ,000 940,000 
Statewide 
HUD/Section 701 1 1,396,500 906 ,000 940,000 
MA. SUPERIOR COURT 3 143 ,623 129,260 121,470 
Statewide 
Justice/LEAA 3 143 ,623 129.260 121,470 
MA. SUPREME JUDICIAL COURT 14 923,242 828 ,889 527,176 
(Statewide 
Justice/LEAA 14 923,242 828,889 527,176 
MA. WATER RESCURCES COMM. i 538,591 78.556 98,100 
Statewide 
Water Resources Planning 1 538 ,591 78,556 98,100 
METRO. DISTRICT COMMISSION 4 32,337,265 24,267,950 18,900,000 
54 Communities 
EPA/Construction of Waste 
Water Treatment Works 1 32,337,265 24,267,950 18,900,000 


4 4 + 2 2 a 
vede3 $202 Jostoti fatal 
+ ; a1G aa \3 een pric 
r Ont Bat 
1 Oet 
«! 303, % 
Se ies Sts, 68.4 
> ROD 
ce a %y » 73 
, uy 
Ode. = 
AAA ane 
00¢, es <4 
& $ £58. £67 
ae cr 
€$6, 9] 
SAS, £9? 
at (25,68 
Lt U A! A Entiat 
ai a. sea 
} ite, 06 
x - ane wwe « 
pee, ids eoS Fel, SE 


ae 


~~. 


iontaae 
— 40 
esofvie? ieoidalt youooral 


saFywe 37 on 


AQO\ORIMAIS STF 27 


n 
TUTE 


es 
#3 s 
i 
ad 


3 - 16 


# Applic. 
Multi-Community Project Filed By Total Project Cost Federal Aid Requested 
Applicant/Program App1./Prog. Applicant/Program Applicant/Program Federal Action 
_ MIDDLESEX COUNTY are $ 1,590,627 $ 1,372,728 $ 1,208,464 

54 Communities 

Justice/LEAA 17 1,590,627 leshesZo 1,208,464 
NEW ENGLAND ASSOC. OF 
CHIEFS OF POLICE is 294,500 224,000 9,600 
(Statewide 

Jdustice/LEAA 1 294,500 224,000 9,600 
NORTHEASTERN MA. LAW 
ENFORCEMENT COUNCIL 4 218,168 195,060 178,491 

10 Communities 

Justice/LEAA 2 218,168 195,060 178,491 
NORFOLK COUNTY eh 160,444 144,400 104,756 


(26 Communi ties ) 
Justice/LEAA 3 160,444 144,400 104,756 


NORTH SHORE CAP Es 240 ,836 196,018 143,145 

4 Communities 

HEW/Handicapped and Early 

Childhood Assistance 1 55,249 46,041 27,145 

OEO/CSA/CAP 2 185,587 149,977 116,000 
NORTH SHORE HEALTH PLANNING 
COUNCIL rk 122,226 65,482 64,290 
(27 Communities) 

HEW/Comp. Health Planning 1 122,226 65,482 64,290 
OEDC OF CAPE ANN eh 44,678 29,813 29,800 


3 Communities 
EDA/Planning Assistance 1 44,678 29,813 29 ,800 
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# Applic. 
Multi-Community Project Filed By Total Project Cost Federal Aid Requested 
Applicant/Program Appl./Prog. Applicant/Program Applicant/Program Federal Action 
PRISONERS' RIGHTS PROJECT 2 $ 199,385 $ 180,000 $ 169,718 
Walpole-Framingham iia caper ee ae 
Correctional Institutes) 
Justice/LEAA 1 199,385 180,000 169,718 
REGION VII COMPREHENSIVE 
HEALTH PLANNING COUNCIL ue 134,781 101,086 88,244 
(71 Communities) rer ee re 
HEW/Comp. Health Planning 1 134,731 101,086 88,244 
RESEARCHITECTS, INC. ne 235955 23,555 Disapproved 
Statewide ee 
HEW/Spec. Programs for the Aging i 23,555 235000 Disapproved 
SOUTH ESSEX SOLID WASTE COUNCIL 28 49,450 37,083 Disapproved 
14 Communities a= 
EPA/Solid Waste Treatment & 
Construction 1 49,450 37,088 Disapproved 
SOUTH MIDDLESEX OPP. COUNCIL ad 96,000 96,000 96,000 
9 Communities 
QEO/CSA/CAP 1 96,000 96 ,000 96,000 
S.E. MA. REGIONAL PLAN. 
& ECON. DEVEL. DISTRICT ae 750,000 750,000 1,132,000 
30 Communities 
EPA/Section 208 1 750,000 750,000 1,132,000 
SUFFOLK COUNTY ei 658,354 605,286 248,018 
(4 Communities) 
Justice/LEAA 2 658,354 605,286 248,018 
SUBTOTAL 113 209,401,482 113,844,601 55,621,220 


TOTAL 364 $677 581,389 $427 483,091 $203 ,904,177 
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TABLE 4 
PROJECT NOTIFICATIONS - 


FHWA/Highway Planning 
FAA/Master Planning 
FAA/Airport Development Aid Program 


Community Develcpment, Discretionary Funds 
Comprehensive Planning Assistance 
Urban Renewal 


EDA/Public Works & Development Facilities 
EDA/Pianning Assistance 

EDA/Technical Assistance 

Title IX Special Economic Development 
Title X Job Opportunities Program 
NOAA/Coastal Zone Management 


BOR/Land & Water Conservation 
National Park Service/Historic Preservation 


Construction of Wastewater Treatment Works 
Water Pollution Control 
Solid Waste Research Grant 


AGRICULTURE 


FrHA/Community Facilities Loan 
FmiA/Water & Waste Disposal Systems 
FmnlA/Susiness & Industrial Development Loans 
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Avzawide Health Planning 
Medical Facilities Ccnstruction 
health Services Development 
Headstart 


Health Manpower Training 


Comprehensive Employment & Training Act 


Community Action Prograins 
Emergency Energy Needs 


Law Enforcement Assistance 
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APPLICANT 


Agriculture, Soil Conservation Service 


Boston Redevelopment Authority 


Boston Redevelopment Authority 


General Services Administration 


Gloucester 


Housing and Urban Development 


Interior, Bureau of Land Management 


Malden Redevelopment Authority 


MA. Bureau of Building Construction 


MA. Bureau of Building Construction 


MA. DNR/Forests and Parks Division 


MA. DNR/Forests and Parks Division 


TABLE 5 


P = FISCAL 197 


Provect DESCRIPTION 


SuAsCo Watershed Flood Control Project-Tyler 
Site, Marlborough 


Construction of Executive Hotei, Long Wharf, Boston 


Construction and Operation - Medical Area Total 
Energy Piant, Boston 


Construction of John F. Kennedy Library, Cambridge 


Construction of a Secondary Wastewater Treatment 
Facility, Essex Avenue, Gloucester 


Murray Industrial Park Project, Chelsea 


Acceleration of Outer Continental Shelf 0i1 
and Gas Leasing 


Downtown Malden General Neighborhood Renewal Plan 
Area and Industrial Park Urban Renewal Project 


Construction of South Shore Community College, Quincy 


Phase II - Harbor Campus University of Massachusetts, 
Boston 


Development and Implementation of a Two-Year State- 
wide Forest Management Plan. 


Water Supply Improvements, Wompatuck State Park, 
Cohasset 
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APPLICANT 


MA. 


MA. 


MA. 


DNR/Water Resources Division 


Department of Public Health 


. DPH/Environmental Health Division 


. DPH/Environmental Health Division 


. DPH/Health Facilities Development 


. DPH/Health Facilities Development 


. Department of Public Utilities 


. Department of Public Utilities 


DPW/MDC/MA. Turnpike Authority/MBTA 


. Department of Public Works 


. Department of Public Works 


TABLE 5 


Project DescRIPTION 


Develop Four Acres of Swamp for 27 Unit Sub- 
division, Framingham 


Construction of the Lahey Clinic Medical Center, 
Burlington 


Proposed RESCO Refuse Burning Steam Generating 
Power Plant, Saugus 


Proposed Expansion, Operation and Completion of 
Saugus Sanitary Landfill 


Construction of Ambulatory Care Center, MA. General 
Hospital, Boston 


Modernization of New England Medical Center 
Hospital, Boston 


New England Power Company, Proposed Sandy Pond, 
Woburn 345 KV Transmission Line, Burlington, 
Littleton, Woburn 


New England Power Company, Proposed Marlborough 
to Hudson 115 KV Transmission Line 


Combined - Statewide Snow and Ice Control Program 
Improvement to I-95/Route 128 Interchange, Peabody 


Construction of Grade Separated Highway Interchange, 
Route 9 and Speen Street, Natick: 
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APPLICANT 
MA. Department of Public Works 


MA. Department of Public Works 


MA, Department of Public Works 
MA. Housing Finance Agency 
MA. Housing Finance Agency 
MA. Housing Finance Agency 


MA. Port Authority 


New England Power Company 


Norfolk Conservation District 


U.S. Postal Service 


TABLE 5 


ProJ 0 


Improvements to 1-495, Foxborough, Mansfield, y 
Norton, Raynham, Bridgewater, and Taunton 


Construction of 4-Lane Bridge, Beverly Harbor 
and 4-Lane Highway from Bridge to Salem/Peabody 
Connector and Route 128 


Construction of a New Blynman Canal Bridge - 
Route 127, Gloucester 


Construction of 319-Unit Apartment Complex - 
Border Street, East Boston 


Construction of 864-Unit Apartment Complex - 
Mission Park, Boston 


Construction of 176 Elderly Housing Units - 
Blackstone Apartments on Blossom Street, Boston 


Extension of Runways 4L and 9 and Construction 
of Runway 14-32 (STOL/GA) - Logan International 
Airport, Boston 


Addition of a Fifth Fossil Fuel Generating Unit 
to the Salem Harbor Station 


Protection, Flood Prevention and Improvement of 
Fish and Wildlife Habitat - Diamond Brook Water- 
shed, Walpole 


Construction of Incoming Mail Center, Chelsea 
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